Ameritech with information on NXX issues to begin root cause analysis of the
situation and the steps necessary to correct any problem. A copy of the information
faxed by MFS on January 27, 1997 is attached. Ameritech Michigan is
investigating based on this information. Ameritech Michigan believes some of the
problems described by MF'S are a result of MFS’ unilateral decision to move a prefix
code (NXX) to different locations in Illinois.

4. “Reciprocal Compensation”

The situation described by MFS does not in any way involve a
“unilateral change” in the economics of doing business in Michigan; this is a blatant
red herring. On September 12, 1996, the Commission issued an order in Case No.
U-10860, which stated in relevant part:

“Finally, until local call termination charges are
implemented for all local traffic [specifically, EAS traffic
from independent LECs), no such charges shall be made
to competing providers. In that manner, the
nondiscriminatory requirements may be given effect.”

Based on its understanding of that order, Ameritech Michigan sent a
letter to MFS and other carriers initiating an interim suspension of reciprocal
compensation arrangements. As acknowledged by MFS, after subsequent
discussions between the parties and clarification from the Commission, within
approximately 11 days, Ameritech Michigan advised MFS that, as requested by
MFS, Ameritech Michigan would not suspend reciprocal compensation
arrangements between the parties. No suspension was ever initiated, and there

was never any impact on MFS’ economics of doing business in Michigan.



5. “Fiber Splice™

Initially, it should be noted that the collocation points referenced by
MFS were ordered in October 1994. MF'S had not proceeded with their fiber cable
placement until July 1996 to complete these collocation sites.

At the Troy-Somerset location, MFS did not have their fiber cable to
the specified meet manhole at the time MFS contacted Ameritech in July 1996.
Ameritech Michigan could not proceed until MFS had completed this work. This
partially contributed to the delays and subsequent rescheduling. Ameritech’s
records indicate that on August 7, 1996, MFS was ready for the splicing to occur.
The splicing was completed on August 31, 1996.

At the Troy-Main location, Ameritech completed the requested work on
August 21, 1996. This site required additional central office work to meet MFS’
requested riser cable requirements. Furthermore, Ameritech spent 1.5 days
troubleshooting the fiber splice at MFS’ insistence that Ameritech had improperly
spliced the cables. The Ameritech technician subsequently determined that MFS’
fiber cable was “open” at splice locations within MFS’ own cable. Thus, MFS’ own

network problems contributed to delays in providing service at Troy-Main.

6. “Ameritech’s Term Products”

MF'S’ contention on this issue is somewhat confusing. Ameritech does
provide volume and term discounts to retail customers, and those volume and term
discounts are available to resellers at a wholesale discount. It appears MFS is
suggesting that it should be entitled to obtain volume and term discounts without
making any volume and term commitment, apparently because such a commitment
would be inconsistent with MFS’ marketing strategy. Such an absurd

interpretation is not mandated by any law or Commission requirement.

-10 -



MFS also appears to be contesting the Commission’s prior
determination rejecting the demand for a “fresh look;” i.e., an abrogation of existing
valid contracts between Ameritech Michigan and its customers. Once again, the
Commission already addressed that issue clearly and succinctly when it rejected
such a proposal in Case No. U-10647. See Ameritech Michigan’s response to Brooks
Fiber, January 15, 1997, p. 5.

CONCLUSJON

Significantly, MFS has not identified any instance where Ameritech
Michigan is not offering the interconnection services and unbundled network
elements mandated by the competitive checklist in the federal Act. To the extent
that MFS has identified operational issues, Ameritech Michigan will continue to
work with MFS to address concerns through the business relationship between the

parties and, if necessary, the dispute resolution procedures in the interconnection

agreement between the parties as approved by the Commission.
Respectfully submitted,
AMERITECH MICHIGAN

CRAI ANDERSON (P28968)
444 igan Avenue, Room 1750
Detroit, Michigan 48226

(313) 223-8033

DATED: January 31, 1997

-11-



MFS Now Offering Local Telephone Services Over Its Own Fiber Network
In Detroit 4

DETROLT+—Muy—29 ./ PRNawswire/ -- MFE Communications Company, Inc.
IMFS) announfed- today that It is now offering a full range of local.
faciliciws-based telephone services over its l0i-routa-miia.
fiber-optic network in the greater Detroit metropolitan a¥ea.

“We're committed to delivering personalized customer selvice and
cailored communicactions solutions. supported by ocur reliable state-of-
the-art natwork facilicies, to Detroit-area businesses of all sizes.*
said Ronald Beaumont. president and CEO of MFS Norch America. “Our
customers rely on us to be the single point-of-contact for théif
ralecommunicarinngs needs. This gives them the freedom to focur on
what they do best -- growing their businesses.® .

MFS Intelenet. o unit of MPS, has Leen providing resale-cype local
telephone services to over 1,000 customers in Detroit since 1991. and
greatly expands its presence in the greater metropolitan Detroit area,
with this end-to-end service offering over MFS' network. w W .

2 bgd )

MFS Intelenet offers one-stop shopping for co ions services
to medium and small businesses. It provides local telaphone service,
domestic and internacional long-distance service and igvdfic:y of
enhanced sarvicex -- voice mail. calling card, 800/888 nualSer
services, customized billing and management reports. o

Since September 1995, MPS Telecom, another operazing unit of MFS,
Sas been serving large business and government customers in Decroic by
providing critical fiber links directly from a customer's location to
long-distance carriers or to other customer locations. NMFS Telecom is
now also ocffering its customers local telephone services over MFS’

fiber-optic network,

Last week, MFS and Ameritech signed a landmark interconnection
agresemenc cthat covers Ameritech's five-stato region. including
Michigan. This is the first agreemenc between a Regional 811
Operating Company and a facilities-based competitor, whi®Wie€ks to
satisfy spectlic requiremencs of the Telecommunicacions . of 1996.

g



MPS {5 a leading provider or communication servicds for bufiff¥e% ana
government. Through its operating suhsxdiarics ur -*tdcsboﬁc-s:op

wide range of high- quality voice. data and:o
systems specifically designed to meet che:rodN'r@®
government customers. NFS' common stock is traded
symbol MFST. MFS is headquartered in Omaha, Nebrz

T‘ a8y thm
*‘5"&

l\w

/CONTACT: Josh Howell or Claire Dunncte, 708-218-7322, or Investor
Relations, Gary Brandt, 402-231-3432, all of MFS/ 14:52 EDT

0233 05/29/96 14:52 EDT :TICKER: MFST KPS.XX :SUBJECT: CNGL TLCM NPRD
MI NE

Copyright (c) 1996 PR Newswire Received by NewsEDGE/LAN: $/2%/88 2:23
PM



3an-30-97 12:14p

Fax: 634/203-0569
CO PAGE

puc/ 137 _jor

Nusber of Pages (inchuding cover): ()

g—
TO: hg‘ [2214& N\
COMPANY: Bmerdech

NUMBER: 3/2-335- 2917

- — — ————
FAX NUMBER: 630/203 -6
PHONENUMBER: _____»30-~c20.3 -702-0
COMMENTS: Please eall if you don’t receive all pages.

A st 508 i pece i 1t

W?x,' &Zf /

R'QS’.’ i a—— —— AN, < GEG S s Slmum SRRy S

S1=30-97 1200 €301 mig



AAN-30-97 12:14P

Re9Ex

Cousolidated .List of Customers with MFS NXX Issues

1.
Calling fom: 707 424-XXXX (Cvergroan Park)
Calling 10; 708-918-XXXX (Homewaod)
Comments: Told this was ¢ Totl eall

2
Gulling from:  630-262-300KX (Gensve)
Calling to: 630-998-XXXX (Geneva)

Commens: Told by Ameritech Operators tht thelr new MFS sxehanges were coasidered toll (Ares B)

phone calls.

J.
Calling fom:  313-286.211¢
Coiling 10: 313-679-058¢

Commeaw; The bllowing mionnation was told 0 the sustemer....~The numben arc 5o new that
information operators may not have them i their daca ase.. * "N such cxchange in the 313 ares. (629)

Not in the Ameritach date hase.”

4
Studio City, CA Colls

Smio City, CA (8)8-980-XXXX)
Calls to: 818.742-0501

Comments: Calls cunnet be complewd ...

Calls to: 318-633-0501)
Commecans: Call werks 0 Glendaln

s
El Segundn, (A

! Segundo, CA (310-726)
Calls to: 310-953-0501
Comments: Fas Busy

Calis w: ) 10-765.0501
Comments: Can'( be compisted as diaked

é

Passpers Users:

Calling from: $10-643-500XX
Calling 10:  A10-365-XXXX

Comments: Resciving the LD swor mavtage,”You muwt first dlal s one ...."

7.
Calling from 210.77S
Calijng vo: R10-819

Dete; Jasuary 27, 1997
Page )

TT=Y0797 12200 2004 818
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Han-30-97 12:14p

Commenus: Treatd s¢ toif Calls
(R

Culling from: 313.729-3461
Callingso:  313-7490040
Comments: They dial 7 digits and recoiviog call that they cannot e vomplesed as disled

Date: Jenvary 27, 1997
Page 2
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444 Michigan Avenue
Room 1750

. Detroit. M 48226
Office: 313-223-8033
Fax: 313-496-9326

eriteCh _ g(r):ir?s:l. Anderson

January 31, 1997

Ms. Dorothy Wideman [Fmma

Executive Secretary B e
Michigan Public Service Commission Fooy Tl
P.O. Box 30221 -

Lansing, MI 48909 JANT o Al

Re: MPSC Case No. U-11104. ’
CO ,’ S' Sl O,\y
Dear Ms. Wideman: !

Enclosed for filing in the above-referenced case is an original and fif-
teen copies of the Ameritech Michigan’s Third Supplemental Information Filing.

Very truly yours,

CfLag' Q.lgfa wele zaem (L)

Enclosure
cc: All Parties of Record
CAA:jkt



STATE OF MICHIGAN JA L o
-
BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMM‘ISSI% e '
“ gy
U“"O/,V
In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, ) -
to consider Ameritech Michigan’s compliance ) Case No. U-11104
with the competitive checklist in Section 271 )
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. )
)
AMERITECH MICHIGAN'S THIRD
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION FILING

Ameritech Michigan submits the following additional information in
this proceeding:

Letters and statements (in addition to those filed on

January 24, 1997 in Ameritech Michigan’s second
supplemental information filing) sent to the FCC in

connection with Ameritech Michigan’'s application

pursuant to Section 271 of the Telecommunications Act of

1996 to provide in-region, interLATA services in

Michigan.

A list of such letters and statements is listed on Exhibit A-1 attached

hereto. Copies of such letters and statements are also attached.
Respectfully submitted,
AMERITECH MICHIGAN

CRAIG ERSON (P28968)
444 Michigan Avenue, Room 1750
Detroit, Michigan 48226

(313) 223-8033

Dated: January 31, 1997



Exhibit A-1 to Ameritech Michigan's
Third Supplemental Filing

in Case U-11104

Last Name First Name
1|Bennett Loren N.
2|Bercaw Allan M.
3|Brackenridge Robert L.
4iCherry, Jr. John D.
§1Cockrel, Jr. Kenneth V.
6]Crumb Robert T.
7|Ellis Arthur E.
8|Fitzgerald Frank M.
8|Fly Daniel J.

10|Griffin Michael J.
11|Hertel Curtis
12|Hodge Doris J.
13]lkola Kay L.

14 Krwugger Richard
15{London Terry
16{McNamara Edward H.
17|Olshove Dennis
18|Quarles Nancy L.
19|Rivas, Jr. Armando
20| Sewell Jon

21| Thornton Robert
22|Wells Steven W,

Page 1 of 1
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Tz SzxaTe
STATE OF MICMIGAN

i
:
S

LOREN M. OENNETT
o™ GITEY
NS SON yaem
LANEING. MICHIOAN a2300-7138
N S M
Tobx 819 D3
Jemmry 14, 1997

‘The Honorable Reed Huadt, Chalrermn
Federsl Commumicstions Comnrission
1919 ‘M’ Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20844

fy
i

Desr Mr. Hundt

1 am writing yon in support of Ameritech’s efforts to emer the long distancs market within Michigan. O Jaruxry 2,
1997, Ameritech filed a potition whh the Pederal Communications Comminsion seeking permission to ecver ths long
distance rowrket mnder Section 271 of&aWTdmmbmuMdl”&.f«hmofmwdmm-
region long distance telecormmmurmication services in Mickigsn.

By allowing Ameritech © easer this murket, I belisve we will be moving in an appropriste dircedan, ®at of trac
competition in the local and long distance markets. Over the Inst half dozen years, the cox to consumars for basic
long distance services offered by the major Jong distance previders hes coatisned t© rise, while the industry average
for local access charges bas steadily dropped. It is also worth noting that during the same time frame, Ameritech’s
Jocal access charges heve reraxined considerably below the industry sveage. With the major loag distance
companies now entering the local market, it would enly seem fair to allow s Regional Ball Operating Company the
oppormmity to provide long distance service.

Wit consumen demmding mare choices, expanded services and better customer servics, the logical decision of
providing more options in the xzmrketplace secms spproprite. Providing more compedition and customer choices
will ensure that Mickigan remajns competitive with the rest of the nation in siste of the a1t telecommmmications
products and services.

In semmary, [ would ke © wge the Federal Comaxmications Comeistion (0 allow Ameritech 1o eater the Jang
distance market in Michigen for the reasons described above. Thenk you for your time and considenation in

Zﬂw

Loren N. Beme
Stats Senstor

Mictigan Senate
e Mir Docald J. Rescell, US. Departraant of Justice

LNBbj



CQETROIT

LLEGE OF

.

Warren Camrus

29500 Deguinons Ro.
Warzew, Ml (8002

810/558-8700

NortH Brog.
FAx 810/558-4697

Sourm Buoe.
#Ax B10/558-9868

313/581-4400
FAX 313/5B1-682

Funt Camrus
810/78¢9-2300
FAx 810/78p-2266

Man CmmZ

AACE
AU T AT URATID
Edvcamon

3713/562-8600
FAX 313/563-881¢

January 17. 1997

The Honorable Reed Hunt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt,

I am writing you to express my support for the Ameritech Section 27! filing to
provide long distance service in Michigan.

As the Computer Information Systems Curriculum Coordinator for the Detroit
College of Business in Warren, Michigan, I am very interested in the current and
future state of the communications industry. In a global economy, schools and
universities have an increasingly important stake in the availability of and access to
competitively priced, innovative services. Access to such services provides
today’s instructors with a vital set of new tools with which to expand the world of
information for our students.

Of particular significance today are the various distance learning technologies.
Through these applications, students have access to research, information and
other students from around the state and world. At a time when other
communications companies which bundle local and long distance services are
entering the marketplace in Michigan, 1 am concerned to note that Ameritech is
unable to provide long distance services. From my experience, Ameritech has
done more for education in this state than any other communications company.
Yet, at a time when distance learning applications are increasingly important to the
educational commmunity, Ameritech is unable to provide the needed long distance
services which support many distance learning applications.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. Your support for Ameritech’s

filing would go a long way toward expanding the service options which are of
growing importance to the educational community.

Sincerely,

7

Allan M. Bercaw

cc. Mr. Donald J. Russell, DOJ

The U.S. Department of Justice
Telecommunications Task Force Anti-Trust Division
8205 555 4th Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20001
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— CKENRiDGE State of Mickigan o o AP

LANSING. MICHIGAN 48913
PONE: 17 3739400
MAX: 8TH I8

January 29, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20544

Dear Chairman Hundt:

As a Stte Representative from a Michigan border county, the residents in my district are
exposed daily to competition from the nearby states of Indiana and Illinois. Competition for their
banking, their shopping, and the companies for which they work. Michigan prides itself on
creating policies which foster a competitive atmosphere and I am honored to be a roember of the
legislative body responsible for shaping these policies.

With that in mind, [ would like to express my support for Ameritech Michigan’s
application to enter the Jong-distance market. Competition has proven to be the cornerstone of
our economy, leading to greater consumer choice, lower prices, and higher quality of service.
Allowing another contender into the long-distance telephone market can only help the industry to
continue bettering itself and provide consumers with the lowest cost possible for this service.

I would urge your thoughtful consideration of the Ameritech Michigan application for
long-distance market entry. We count upon the FCC’s thorough review of this application as an
indicator not only of an expanding long-distance market, but also as a sign that competition within
the local telephone service industry in Michigan exists and will continue to grow with the same
success for the industry and the consumer that has occurred elsewhere within the
telecommunication industry.

Thank you for your anention to this maner. If I, or my colleagues in the Michigan House

of Representatives, can be of any firture assistance on this issue, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Sincerely,

Ll
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SENATE
STATE OF MICHIGAN

JounN D. Cueray, Ju. : , carroy Sunows

SENATE MINORITY LEADER
January 28, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20544

Dear Mr. Hundt:

As Michigan’s Senate Minority Leader, I enthusiastically support Ameritech’s Section 271 filing to
provide in-region long distance service in Michigan. Once approved, Michigan will finally have
competition in the fong distance market, added choice, and enhanced customer service as envisioned
by both the Michigan and the Federal Telecommunieations Acts.

Currently, there are 14 companies such as AT&T, MCl-Metro, and Brooks Fiber, etc., that have been
licensed to provide local service in Michigan. Ameritech has fulfilled its 14 point interLATA
“checklist” and therefore should be allowed to provide long distance service as well.

Michigan has always been at the forefront with its state-of-the-art communications technology. By
granting Ameritech’s 271 application, it will continue to create new and improved services enabling
Michigan to continue to attract and retain business and satisfy its current customers’ needs.

Once again, | offer my heartfelt support to Ameritech’s Section 271 filing and strongly urge your
thoughtful consideration of their request. ‘

Sincerely,
5 John D. Chery, Jr.
Senate Mmonty Leader
JDC/dk
fSesysias @ s



KENNETH V. COCKREL. JA. .
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WVITERANT APVAIES
WAYE AMD MEANS
NEALTW ANG MIAAN SEMACES

January 24, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hunde, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washiangton, D.C. 20544

Dear Cheirman Hundt:

On January 2, 1997, Ameritech Corporation officially requested permission to provide leng
distance service to its residemial customers. The addiion of Ameritech to the current list of long
distance carriers would be a positive move that should result in consumers receiving quality

service and competitive rates.

I strongly support this measure and hope you will to. Again, [ believe it would be samething of
benefit for Michigan residents. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Koneth | Gk ),

Kenneth V. Cockrel, Jr.
Wayne County Commissioner
District §

cc: Donald J. Russell
Telecommunications Task Force
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OVRAL EMESCENCY MEDICAL EOUCATION CONSOFTUM

January 16, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20544
Dear Mr. Hundt:

The Rural Emergency Medical Education Consartium (REMEC) was established in 1993 as s
Bon.profit consortium made up of eleven hospitals in northern Michigan Our main objective is to
use telecommunications technology to link twenty counties in northern lower Michigan providing
emergency and health related education via interactive video.

REMEC supports Ameritech’s filing under Section 271 of the Federal Telecommunications Act of
1996 to provide in-region long distance service in Michigan. We urge the FCC to act on the
spproval of Ameritech’s application. We believe this would allow them to directly respond to
requests from customers like REMEC for added choices of expanded and innovative services.
REMEC members would benefit from the increased competition through service and pricing.

Respectfully,
Robert T. Crumb
REMEC Chairperson of the Board

Healthshare Group/Northern Michigan Hospital

os:  Mr. Donald J. Russel
Tealecommunications Task Force, Anti-Trust Division

The U.S. Department of Justice
8205 - $5S5 4th Street N.W,

Washington, D.C. 20001

1108 Sixth Street

Traverse Crty, Michigor 40684-2384
(616) 935-7943 o1 (616) 935-7944
Fax: (616) 935-7945



STATE OF MICHIGAN STATE POARD OF EDUCATION
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federa] Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20544
Dear Chairman Hundt:

As the State Superintendent of Education for the State of Michigan and former Director of the Michigan
Department of Commerce, I bave been watching the telecommunications industry closely. This industry
has a substantial impact on our educational community as well as on our state’s commerce, and this role is

growing by leaps and bounds.

In 1995, the Michigan Legislature passed the Michigan Telecommunications Act and the Governor signed
it into law. This sutute enables telecommunications competition in the Michigan marketplace. As a result
of this progressive legislation, the Michigan Public Service Commission has granted 14 competitive [ocal
licenses to teleoommunications companies. Allowing Ameritech to enter the long distance market is
consistent with the efforts made in Michigan over the last six years. Increased competiticn in the local and
long distance markets will bring expanded services, and it is time to move forward and enable competition
to work.

I am convinced that Ameritech has met all of the legal and regulatory requirements set forth by the Federal

Telecommunications Act of 1996 and I urge you to approve Ameritech’s applicstion. Your positive action
will bring benefits to all citizens of Michigan from our classrooms to our boardrooms.

» oK

Arthur E. Ellis

Sincerely,

cc: Donald J. Russell
United States Department of Justice
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FRANK M. FITZGERALD

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES © SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
P0. 8OX 0014
LANSING. MICHIGAN 48909.7514 - STATE AEPRESENTATVE
$17) 3730853 71ST DISTRICT
EATON COUNTY
January 24, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20544

Dear Mr. Hundt:

MEMBER OF COMMITTEES ON:
OVERSIGHT AND ETMICS. CHAIR
JUDICIARY AND CIVIL NIGHTS
INSURANCE

I write to support Ameritech’s application to offer long distance service to its customers in the

state of Michigan.

The Michigan legislature has passed and since reauthorized telecommunications reform under
Michigan law. A hallmark of our statute is a belief that competition should occur in the provision
of local telephone service. I believe that the constituents whom I represent are best served by
having as many options as possible, not only for local service, but also for long distance service.

Many providers makes for lower rates and better service for everyone.

I trust that Ameritech’'s application will receive every consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission. Should it meet the criteria which the commission members have
established for approval, I hope that your action will be quick and favorable.

M
M. FITZG '

FMF:sls

cc: Mr. Donald J. Russell, U.S. Department of Justice Telecommunications Task Force
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QUBAL [NTRGENCY MEDICAL BOUCANON CONSORTUM

January 16, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20544

Desr Mr. Hundt:

This lettar is in support of Ameritech’s filing under Section 271 of the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996 to provide in-region long distance service in Michigan. We
would request the FCC act swiftly to approve Ameritech’s application.

The Rural Emergency Medical Education Consortium (REMEC) was established to provide a
distance Jearning network for twenty counties in Northern Michigan. REMEC, a non-profit
consortium, has memberskip of eleven hospitals. REMEC"s mission is to enhance the delivery of
emergency medical and health related education in rural northern Michigan through
telecommunication network technology.

REMEC membership feels the spproval of Amedtech's filing would increase competitioa in local
and long distance services in Michigan A grest part of our anmual budget is in the
telecommunication expense area and with incressed competition we would hope to see more
aggressive pricing to customers.

Nl

cc:  Mr. Donaid J. Russel
Telecommunications Task Force, Anti-Trust Division
The U.S. Department of Justice
8205 - 555 4th Street, N'W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

1108 Sixtn Srraet

Tioverse City. Michigan 496842384
(616) 938-7043 or (416) 935-7044
Fow: (616) $35-794%



House of g:prznnhﬁhzs
icHaLL 5 dhrrin Sate of Fichige "
04ATH DISTAICT-JACKION . VANSING, MICKIGAN 45903-7514
PHONE AREA $17~373.1798
January 23, 1997
The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W. .
Washington, D.C. 20544

Dear Mr. Hundt:

As a state representative who has served on the House Telecommunications Committee, I support
Ameritech’s filing to provide in-region long distance service in Michigan. | have served in the
Michigan Legislature for over 24 years, and during that time bave found Ameritech to be 2
company of high integrity and a provider of quality service to the citizens of Michigan.

Combining the benefits of the Michigan Telecommunications Act and the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996 has created an environment in Michigan for competition 10
flourish. By approving Ameritech’s application you will allow our citizens to continue 10 have
greater choices and take advantage of the new products ind services that are emerging from this
exciting industry.

[ urge your thoughtful consideration of Ameritech’s request.

Sincerely,

MICHAEL J. GRIFFIN
State Represeptative
64th District-Jackson



SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE

. Michigan House of Represcatatives
Curtis Hertel Suic Copirel Bulblng
and Districe Lansiag, Michigna 42913
Phoar: (517) 3731943

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20844

January 19, 1997

Dear Honorable Hundt:

This letter is being written in support of Amcritech’s filling under Sevtivn 271 of the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996 to provide in-region long distance service in Michigan. By allowing
Ameritech to enter the long distance market, an increase in competition for both Jocal and Jong distance
services within the state would result, providing better and expanded customer services and greater choice to

the residents of Michigan

It is this competition that will easure the quality, state-of-the-art commuaications infrastructure that
is needed for a string, growing economy. The only way to0 contirue maeting the increased needs of consumers
wold be to grant approval of Ameritech’s petition under Section 271.

Ameritech has proven to be an asset (0 the state of Michigan in a number of ways. They have over
30,000 current and retired employees within the state. The number will surely cootinue to grow once the
application has been approved, providing much needed jobs tot be residents of my state. Ameritech has
currently and consistently met all of the legal and technical requirements and regulations thus far put forward
by both the Federal and Michigan Telecommunications Act.

These few reasons alone warrant enough cause to justify why Ameritech’s petition should be
approved, s it is here once again. That I ask for serious consideration to be given to Ameritech's request to
begin providing in-region long distance service to the state of Michigan.

Thank you for your sincere atrention to this issue. I will be available o discuss in detail an aspect of
this letter should you desire. Ilook forward to hearing your decision.

S

Speaker Curtis Herte!
Michigan Huuse of Representatives

Mr. Domald J. Russel!



Metropolitan Detroit Alliance
of Black School Educators
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Pousidhent
Debmad D. Hemer Harvill
Poatis B. Corvwr-Somaer
Resmnging Secrewry
Coterian Oy January 20, 1997
Whiam N Buxchater
Chirparsan, Sonsé of Diremon
Hawy L. Cade

wsie 1. Modgx The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman

Mrwber ¢ Largs Federa] Communicatnons Commission

[ 1919 M Street, NW
Sy Washington, D.C. 20544

Bucsa bt Dear Mr. Hundt:

a0 Schoos This letter is designed to convey my support for approval of Ameritech’s
Hewrscm Swisge application 1o offer in-region long distance service in the state of Michigan

ey Shaats in accordance 1o Section 271 of the Telecommumications Act of 1996. It

Taden is my understanding that this will mark the first time a local service
Lo Eclione provider has opened up its network and met the requirements for full
Prances Dokes competition as mandated under the Act.

— Approval of this application will result in increased competition leading
Sment Gy 0 new services, lower prices, greater choices and more jobs.
1 urge you to act without haste to ensure that the hometown team

Starea L Harvel (Ameritech) be given the same opportunities as MCI, AT&T and the other

Patamaans Sincerely,
Tommue L. Durvn .

e B ' U
Alms Geone Doris J. Hodge, Ph.D.

Ovid Mendons Business Manager

S L Do cc: Donald J. Russel]l
BOARD OF DIRICTORS Telecommunications Task Force
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January 17, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington DC 20544

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to express my support of competition in the telecommunications marketplace and of
Ameritech’s recent filing to provide in-region long-distance service in Michigan. True
competition is the best friend of consumers and I urge your thoughful consideration of the
Ameritech application.

With full competition in local and long distance services in Michigan, consumers can expect lower

prices and more choice. Michigan residents will also benefit from the new jobs created as
companies expand their products and services. .

Sincerely,

admin\corres\ameritch. kli

ce: Mr. Donald J. Russell
Telecommunications Task Force, Anti-Trust Division

A Private Non-Profit Corporation Serving the Community Since 1975
An EEO Employer
MICS #5487



